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Normon H. Bongerter, Governor
Dee C. Honsen, Executive Director

Dionne R.  Nie lson.  Ph.D, ,  Div is ion Director

355 w North Temple' 3 Triod center. suite 350 . sort Loke city, uT g4180-1203 . 801-s3g-s340

September  19 ,  19S5

CERTIFIED RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTEDP 592 43I 83s

Mr .  Char les  Gent
Genwa l  Coa l  Company
P.  0 .  Box  l20 l
Hun t ing ton ,  UTah g4527

Dear  Mr .  Gen t :

n

---

s. -lt srATE OF urAH
vrD NATURAL RESOURCES

v7 Oi t ,  Gos & Min ing

re
Enc losure

99 j  D .  Gr i f f i n ,
73140

RE: Proposed Assessment  fo r S ta te V io la t ion  No . N 85-4 -9 -L5 -4 -6= 5 -4 -7 : 85 -4 - -5 ,  ACr lo Igg_Iy Count a o lder

The  unders igned  has  b "g !  appo in ted  by  the  Board  o f  o i r . ,  Gas  andUi8)!fl.";-;: ir i i ;;:; i:; '-oii i"5i"i;; '1",!", ins p"n,ri ius unoer 
- -

Enc losed  i s  the  p roposed  c iv i l  penar ty  assessment  fo r  the  abovere fe renced  v io la t ion ! .  
- - i i " " "  

v io ra t ions  were  i ssued  by  D iv i s ionInspector Dave t t t ,  r , res-;r-g-t  ,  ; ; - i l . i I i - i '  zo, 1985; N85_4_6_1 onMarch 6, te85i tvg: la_i-_z- o\ Mirch r i ,  
-rge: i  

ino f ias-a-I ._t  on Apri l11, 1e85. nuie ur, tc isuc- t i ' i r ;* ; ;"" iq]  t ;s been ur ir ized ro formuratethe proposed 
P?l?l tv i  

- t i - rn.r"-"urJi , ""nv 
wr i r ten informat ion,which was submi t ted"  by  y6u or .  your  ag in t  i i tn in  i i  o "v .  o f  rece ip to f  th is  not ice .o f  u io i " i ion ,  h is  oee i -cons ioereo- in-Jetermin ing thefac ts  sur round i .ng i [ ; - ; i ; ia t ion  

"no- [ne-amount  o f  penar ty .
t { i th in  f i f teen ( rs )  days a f ter  rece ip t  o f  th is  proposedassessment ,  yoy  or  your - " tung , "v - i i r " - .  wr i t ten  request  fo r  anassessment  conference to- iev ie_- in i -p"o ioseo pena l ty .  (Address arequest  fo r  a  conference i ;  Ms.  . :an  bro in ,  a t  the ibove address.  )r f  no  t imely  

lequggt  is -mioe,  a t i -p" " [ in"n t  data  wi l l  be  rev iewedanc l  the pena l !v  w i r r  b ;  
"Ja=s" .s"0 ,  i f  necessary ,  fo r  a  f inar izedassessment '  Facts  w i l l  oe 'cons ide ied for  the r inar  issessment  wh ich' 'e re  not  ava i lab le  on in" -0" t "  ; f - th ;  p ioposed assessment ,  due tothe length  o f - the 

"o" t ; ; ; " t  per iod.  r i r i s  assessment  does notconst i ru te  a  request  f ; ; - ; ;y rent .

OSM A lbuquerque  F ie ld  Of f i ce
on equol opportunity emptoyer

Sincere ly ,

Mary  A
Asses

l , l r ight
t  0 f f i ce



SUMMARY OF PROPOSED ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES

V55 l {es t  Nor th  Temple  7  T r iad  Cente r  Su i te  t5O
SaI t  Lake  C i ty ,  U tah  84180-120 ,

801-538-5V40

COMPANY/MINE

VIOLAT ION

Genwal /Cranda l l  Canyon  Mine PERMIT #  ACT/015 /032

POINTS AMOUNT

N85-4 -9 -1 65 $ 1 ,790

840N85-4 -6 -1 46

N85  4 -7 -2  # I 51 I , 040

L  r54O

L  r22O

544

N85-4-7-2  t l z 62

N85-4 -12 -7  #L 56

NB5-4-12-3  #2 77

NB5-4- t2 - '  #3 80 4 r489

$11 .440TOTAL ASSESSED F INE t97

oo56-2t
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WORKSI-IEET FOR ASSESS}'IENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

C0I,PANY/MINE Genwal Coa]/Crand Nov /t N85-4-9-1

PERMIT # ACT/OL5/O1a VIOLATION

I. HISTORY MAX 25 PTS
A.@o1at j -onswh ichareno tpend ingorvaca ted ,

which fall within I year of todayrs date?
ASSESSI'4ENT DATE 9-LV-85 EFFECTIVE ONE YEAR DATE 9-L4-84

PREVIO|JS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE
N84-2-16-L 7-18-85

PTS
N83-2-14-1 4-19-85 I

OF

ffi T:IGErT-
wE- T:IEr.T-
ww- =IE:85- T
II6Z;ZTCI- 'EI6T5_ -T--
N8-A:EI7=I-

II. SERIOUSNESS

PROBABILITY
None
Insignificant
Unlikely
LikeIy
0ccurred

EI5e_5 ---EIES- _T_
-EIET5 _T_
-EIEE5_ 

Tc84-2-2-l-
,-18-85 I.ffifroFEch 

p
5 points for each past violation in a COr up to one year
No pending notices sha1l be counted

TOTAL HISTORY POINTS 20
(either A or B)

NOTE: For assigrurrent of points in Parts II and III, the following
applies. Based on the facts supptied by the inspector, the Assessment
Officer will determine within uhich category the violation falls.
Beginning at the mid-point of the category, the A0 will adJust the points
up or down, utilizing the inspectorrs and operatorrs statements as guiding
documents.

rs this an Event (R) or Hindrance (B) violation? Event

A. Event Violations tvtAX 45 PTS

l{hat is the event which the violated standard was designed to
prevent? Water Pollution

What is the probability of the occurrence of the event which a
violated standard was designed to prevent?

l .

2.

RANGE
0

L-4
5-9

10-14
15-20

lvfiD-P0INT

2
7

12
L7

ASSIGN PROBABILITY OF OCCURRENCE POINTS

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION 0F P0INTS Per inspector's statement, 5500 mg/I TSS
runoff left the disturbed area and entered Crandall Creek directly. Runoff

occuned for the better o fa at a flow rate of
two breach

15

c84-2-L-L

occurred.
a berm. event i-isted i.s considered
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Itlould or did the damage or impact remain within the
exploration or permit area? No

RANGE MID-POINT
t{ithin Exp/Permit Area 0-7* 4
Outside Exp/Permit Area g-Z5x L6-In assigning points, consider the duration and extent of
said damage or impact, in terms of area and impact on the
public or envj.ronment.

ASSIGN DAMAGE POINTS T2

B. Hindrance Violations MAX 25 PTS

l. Is this a potential or actual ninOiance to enforcement?

v.

PROVrDE AN EXPLANATTON 0F P0rNTs Flow of 5500 mg/t Tss at a combine
qpm lasted approximately one day. ,
af f f iery.-

Potential hindrance
Actual hindrance

Assign points based on the extent
vioLation.
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

RANGE MID.POINT

L-Iz 7
Lt-25 L9

to which enforcement is hindered by the
ASSIGN HINDRANCE POINTS

I I I . NEGLIGENCE

TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS (A oT B)

MAX 'O PTS

27

A. Was this an inadvertent violation which was unavoidable by the
exercise of reasonable care? IF S0 - N0 NEGLIGENCE;
0R Was this a failure of a permittee to prevent the oecurrence of
a violation due to indifference, lack of diligence, or lack of
reasonable care, or the failure to abate any violation due to the
same? IF S0 - NEGLIGENCE;
0R U{as this violation the result of reckless, knowing, or
intcNtiOnal conduct? IF SO - GREATER DEGREE OF FAULT THAN
NEGLIGENCE.

No l-legligence 0
Negligence t-15
Greater Degree of Faul-t L6-7O

MID-POINT
8

27

STATE DEGREE 0F NEGLIGENCE Greater Degree of F
ASSIGN NEGLIGENCE POINTS 2L

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION 0F P0INTS Per inspector's statement, the actual or
potential harm to the creek shoutd
fully aware of the requirement to pass aI1 disturbed runoff through sediment
coqtrols. .A9dilionallv, the berm breaches appeared to have been caused by
a rxonE-eno loader.
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IV. G00D FAITH MX -20 PTS. (either A or B)

A. Did the operator have onsite the resources necessary to achieve
compliance of the violated standard within the permit area? IF S0
-EASY ABATET4ENT
Easy Abatement Situation

Irmediate Compliance

Rapid Compliance
(Permittee used diligence
Normal Compliance 0
(Operator complied within the abatement period required)

B. Did the permittee not have the resource's at hand to achieve
compliance 0R does the situation require the submission of plans
prior to physical activi.ty to achieve compliance? IF S0 -
DIFFICULT ABATEMENT SITUATION

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance -11 to -20*

violation)

period required)
Extended Compliance

(Permittee used diligence to abate the
Normal Compliance 1 to -I0t
(Operator complied within the abatement

-ll to -20*
Lssuance of the N0V)
-1 to -10*

to abate the violation)

or lower half of range depending on abatement
or 2nd half of abaterent period.

*Assign in upper
occurring in lst

TOTAL HISTORY POINTS
TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS
TOTAL NEGLIGENCE POINTS
TOTAL GOOD FAITH POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE

(Permittee took minimal actions for abatement to
the limits of the NOV or the violated standard,
submitted for abatement was incomplete)

stay within
or the plan

EASY 0R DIFFICULT ABATEI'ENT? easy ASSIGN GOOD FAITH POINTS -'

PROVIDEAN EXPLANATI0N 0F POINTS Irmediate was requi.red.
ator had repaired the berm by the NOV had been issued

acco

v. ASSESS}'IENT STJMMARY FOR N85-4-9-1

co
ffie

I .
I I .

I i l .
IV.

ASSESSMENT DATE

X

20
27--._
1L

T

65

9-I7-85 ASSESSMENT

7'L3Q

PRFOSED ASSESSI"iENT
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WORKSI-IEET FOR ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISI0N 0F OIL, GAS AND I'IINING

C0|FANY/MINE Crandall Coal/Cra Nov # N85-4-6-1

PmMIT t| ACT/OL'/OVZ VIq-ATION

I. HISTORY MAX 25 PTS

A. Are there previous violations which are not pending or vacated,
which fall within I year of todayrs date?

ASSESSI'ILNT DATE 9-I'-85 EFFECTIVE ONE YEAR DATE 9-T4-84

OF

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS
N8t-2-I4-1 4-t9-85 I

T:IM T_
N64EGf- T:IE4- T-

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS
N84-2-16-1

c84-2-2-L

-E6S-

,-18-85 I
EE- 5_ T

EFF.DATE
t-I8-85-ilE:€5',

PTS
I

T--r-c84-?-L-I
N84-2-19-1

Na+-24-z JT:€5- T,-18-85 N84-2-21-I
N84-2-14-1
N84a;IZI-

-EI6:s-5-
-Er6-85-

2
T-
T-

I point for each past violation, up to one year
5 points for each past violation in a C0, up to one year
No pending notices shall be counted

TOTAL HISTORY POINTS 20
II. SERI0USNESS (either A or B)

NOTE: For assignment of points in parts rr and rrr, the following
appries. Based on the facts supplied by the inspector, the Assesgnent
0fficer will determine within which category the vioration falls.
Beginning at the mict-point of the category, the A0 will adjust the points
up or down, utllizing the inspectorrs and operatorrs staterrents as guiding
docurents.

Is this an Event (A) or Hindrance (B) violation? Hindrance

A. Event Violations l,4AX 45 PTS

t. What is the event which the violated standard was designed to
prevent?

What is the probability of the occurrence of the event which a
violated standard was designed to prevent?

2.

PROBABILITY
None
Insignificant
Unlikely
Likely
Occurred

RANGE
0

1-4
5-9

10-14
15-20

MID-POINT

2
7

L2
T7

ASSIGN PROBABILITY OF OCCURRENCE POINTS

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS
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Would or did the damage or impact remain within the
exploration or permit area? No

RANGE MID-POINT
l{ithin Exp/Permit Area 0-7* 4
Qutside Exp/Permit Area g-ZS* 16-In 

assigning points, consider the duration and extent of
said-damage ox impact, in terms of area and impaet on the
public or environment.

ASSIGN DAMAGE POINTS

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

B. Hindrance Violations MAX 25 PTS

l. Is this a potential or actual hindrance to enforcement? Potential

RANGE MID-POINT

Potential hindrance I-IZ 7
Actual hindrance Lt-25 19

Assign points based on the extent to which enforcement is hindered by the
violation. asqrnN HrNnpaNntr pnrNTc a
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS PeT not havinq NovemberE6F
water quali and fleld meEffientE6T

ru. NEGLIGENCE },IAX 'O PTS

3.

A. was this an inadvertent violation which was unavoidable by the
exercise of reasonable care? IF SO - N0 NEGLIGENCE;
0R l{as this a failure of a permittee to prevent the occurrence of
a viol-ation due to indifference, lack of dirigence, or lack of
reasonable carer or the failure to abate any violation due to the
same? IF S0 - NEGLIGENCE;
0R Was this violation the result of reckless, knowing, or
iNtCNtiONAI CONdUCt? IF SO - GREATER DEGREE OF FAULT-IHNI.I
NEGLIGENCE.

No Negligence 0
Negligence l-15
Greater Degree of Fault L6-tO

MID-POINT
8

23

STATE DEGREE OF NEGLIGENCE

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATI0N 0F POINTS Three revious NOVts have been issued for

ASSIGN HINDRANCE POINTS B

fai-Lure to monitor, verbal reminders were ven and ator has v
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IV. G00D FAITH MX -20 pTS. (either A or B)

A. Did the operator have onsite the resources necessary to achieve
eompliance of the violated standard within the permit area? IF SO-EASY ABATEI"€NT
Easy Abatenrent Situation

Irmediate Compliance _11 to _20*
(rn'nediatery fo[owing the issuance of the N0v)
Rapid Compliance _1 to _I0*
(Permittee used dirigence to abate the violation)
Norma] Compliance O
(Operator complied iithin the abatement period required)

*Assign 
in upper or rower harf of range dependlng on abatement

occurring in rst or 2nd half of abatement ieriodl

B. Did the permittee not have the resources at hand to achieve
compliance 0R does the situation require the submission of plans
pllor to_pl]ygi"al activity to achieve compriance? rF 50 -
DIFFICULT ABATEMENT SITUAIION

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance -11 to -20*
(Permittee used diligence to abate the violation)
Normal Compliance I to -10*
(0perator-complied within the abatement period required)
Extended Compliance 0
(Permittee took minima] actions for abatement to stay within
the rimits of the NOV or the violated standard, or the plan
subrnitted for abatement was incomplete)

EASY OR DIFFICULT ABATEI.TENT? ASSIGN GOOD FAITH POINTS O

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS An FTA C0 has been i.ssued on this N0V.

V . ASSESSI,€NT SUMMARY FOR

I. TOTAL HISTORY POINTS
II. TOTAL SERTOUSNESS POINTS

III. TOTAL NEGLIGENCE POINTS
IV. TOTAL GOOD FAITH POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE

ASSESSMENT DATE

X

9-L3-85 ASSESSMENT

PROPOSED ASSESSMENT

7'T3Q

N85-4-6-1

20-_E-
--.T6-

L.|

46
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WORKSI-IEET FOR ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

C0},PANY/MINE Genwaf Coal/Crand Nov # N85-4-7-2

PERIi{IT # ACT/OL5/OIZ VIOLATION

I. HIST0RY MAX 25 PII

A. Are there previ.ous violations which are not pending or vacated,
which faII within I year of todayrs date?

ASSESS}4ENT DATE 9-L3-85 --EFFECTIVE ONE YEAR DATE 9-L4-84

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS

OF

N8r-2-14-1
ffi
N84-2-4-I
NB4-2-9-2
NB4-2-14-I
@ffi-

II. SERIOUSI.IESS(either A or B)

Is this an Event (A) or Hindrance (B) violation?

A. Event Violations MAX 45 pTS

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS
N84-2-16-1 '-18-85 1
ffi 

-86:85 
T

N84-2-19-1 '-18-85 l
ffi 

-FI6S5 -T-

W-EI6:a-5-T

Hlndrance

4-t9-85 I
@T--FIm 

T-
l-I8-85 2-EIE:ES- 

T--FIBT5- -T--
:
I point for each past violation, up to one year
5 points for each past violation in a C0, up to one year
No pending notices shall be counted

TOTAL HISTORY POINTS 20

NOTE: For assigrment of points in parts rr and rrr, the forlowing
applies. Based on the facts suppli.ed by the inspector, the Assessment
0fficer wirl determine within which cat6gory the'violafion falrs.
Beginning at tl,g mid-point of the categoiy, the A0 wirr adjust the points
up oi down, utilizing the inspectorrs ind-6peratorts statements as guiding
documents.

r' what is the event which the violated standard was designed to
prevent?

What is the probability of the occurrence of the event which a
violated standard was designed to prevent?

2 .

PROBABILITY
None
Insignificant
Unlikely
Likely
0ccurred

RANGE
0

I-4
5-9

10-14
15-20

MID-POINT

2
7

12
17

ASSIGN PROBABILITY OF MCURRENCE POINTS

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS
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Page 2 of 3

f{ould or did the damage or impact remain within the
exploration or permit area? No--mNieil
t{ithin Exp/Permit Area
Qutside Exp/Permit Area-In 

assigning points, consider

o-7*
g-25*

MID-POINT
4

L6
the duration and extent of

said damage or impact, in terms of area and impact on the
public or envj.ronment.

ASSIGN DAMAGE POINTS

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

B. Hindrance Violations MAX 25 PTS

t . rs this a potential or actuar hindrance to enforcement? Actual

PR0vrDE AN EXPLANATTON 0F POrNTs per inspectorr. 
"t"t"r"nt, "itno,required groundwater information,

Assign points based on the extent to which enforcement is hindered by the
violation. ASSIGN HINDRApCE POINTS 

- 
t5

area. down for
env

I I I . NEGLIGENCE MAX 'O PTS

was this an inadvertent violation which vras unavoidable by the
exercise of reasonable care? IF SO - N0 NEGLIGENCE;
0R !{as this a failure of a permittee to prevent the occurrence of
a violation due to indifference, Iack of'diligence, or lack of
reasonable care, or the fairure to abate any violation due to the
same? IF S0 - NEGLIGENCE;
0R ffas this violation the result of reckless, knowing, or
intentional conduct? IF SO - GREATER DEGREE OF FAULf-innn
NEGLIGENCE.

Potential hindrance
Actual hindrance

No Negligence 0
Negligence 1-15
Greater Degree of Fault L6-7O

RANGE MID-POINT

L-Iz 7
13-25 19

t4tD-P0INT
I

27

1n
on

er

A.

STATE DEGREE OF NEGLIGENCE

rnrtlar sprj-ng €nd seep data was submitted in a Julv 5, 1984 report.

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION 0F POINTS This NOV represents a violation of a
specific permit condition as well a

ree of Fault
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IV. G00D FAITH MX -20 pTS. (either A or B)

A. Did the operator have onsite the resources necessary to achieve
compliance of the violated standard within the permit area? IF S0
-EASY ABATE},€NT
Easy Abatement Situation

Irrnediate Compliance -11 to -20*
(Immediately following the issuance of the N0V)
Rapid Compliance 

- 
-l to -10*

(Permittee used ditigence to abate the violation)
Normal Compliance 0', ' (Operator cornplied within the abatement period required)

. t--Asslgn 
in upper or lorer half of range depending on abatement

B. Did the permittee not have the resourcdi at hand to achieve
, compliance 0R does the situation require the submission of plans

prior to physical activity to achieve compliance? IF S0 -
DIFFICULT ABATEMENT SITUATION

Difficult Abatement Situation' 
Rapid Compliance -I1 to -20*
(Permittee used ditigence to abate thg violation)
Normal Compliance I to -I0*
(Operator complied within the abatement period required)
Extended Compliance 0
(Permittee took minimal actions for abatement to stay within
the limits of the NOV or the violated standard, or the plan
submitted for abatement was incomplete)

EASY OR DIFFICULT ABATE},€NT? difficult ASSIGN G00D FAITH POINTS 0

V. ASSESS&ENT SI0'IMARY FOR N85-4-7-2 {tL

PROVIDE AN EXPI-ANATI0N 0F P0INTS 0riginal abatement of approximately two
weeks was extended to the 90 day mExfmum abatemeht occumed on the 90th day.

I. TOTAL HISTORY POINTS
II. TOTAL SERICI.JSNEsS POINTS

III. TOTAL NEGLIGENCE POINTS
IV. TOTAL GOOD FAITH POINTS

20-T
-t-

I6---

TOTAL ASSESSED POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE

5t

ASSESSMENT DATE

X

9-r7-85 ASSESSI'€NT OFFICER

FINAL ASSESSI,ENT

73L3Q

PRPOSED ASSESSMENT



}IMKSFIEET FOR ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

C0I'PANY/I,[NE Genwan CoaI Co/Cranggff_ganyon Nov /t N85-4-7-2

PER}4IT # ACT/OL5/A'^ VIOLATION OF

Page I of 3

EFF.DATE PTS
,-18-85 I

affi --

I. HISTORY }.IAX 25 PTS

A. Are there previous violations which are not pending or vacated,
which fall within I year of today's date?

ASSESSI€NT DATE 9-L'-85 , EFFECTiVE ONE YEAR DATE 9-14-84

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS
N83-2-14-1 4-19-85 I

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS
N84-2-16-1

ECE4- -T--
-9=Itr6A- 

T-
E6:s-t T
f f iT
EIE:E T---f 

point-foiEach p
5 points for each past violation in a C0, up to one year
No pending notices shall be counted

TOTAL HISTORY POINTS 20

ffi
Nsr@f-
N84-2-9-2
116IZ:14:I-
wff

II. SERIOUSNESS(either A or B)

Is this an Event (A) or Hindrance (B) violation?

A. Event Violations MX 45 pTS

C,B4-?-L-L,
ff i7Is--65-T
ffi-El]etr. -T-
ff i-EIEE5-T

Event

N0T!q For assigrunent of points in parts rr and rrr, the forrowing
applies. Based on the facts stppried by the inspector, the Assessment
0fficer wirl determine within which catLgory the violaiion falrs.
Beginning at tlp mid-point of the categoiyr-the A0 wtll adjust the points
up or down, utilizing the inspectorts and- operatorrs statements as guiding
docunents.

l .

2 .

what is the event which the violated standard was designed to
prevent? EnvironmentaL Harm/Water pollution

what is the probability of the occurrence of the event which a
violated standard was designed to prevent?

PROBABILITY
None
Inslgnificant
Unlikely
LikeIy
Occurred

RANGE
0

I-4
5-9

10-14
15-20

MID-POINT

2
7

L2
T7

ASSIGN PROBABILITY OF OCCURRENCE POINTS LV

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATI0N 0F POINTS Per inspector's statement, heavily
ggdir_nent-Iaden runoff was leavj.ng the Class anO
likely
caused this situation to occur.
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t. t{ould or did the damage or impact remain within the
exploration ox permit area? _-!9=

RANGE MID-POINT
Within Exp/Permit Area 0-7*- 4
Qutside Exp/Permit Area 8-25* 15-In 

assigning points, consider the duration and extent of
said damage or impact, in terms of area and impact on the
public or envirorunent' 

AssrGN DAMAGE p'rNTs 17

PROVIDE AN EXPLAMTION OF POINTS Runoff left the road and entered Crandall
Creek.a f . The road and c as

Mud vert, over
o ra

B. Hindrance Violations MX 25 pTS

1. Is this a potentiaL or actual hindrance to enforcement?

Potential hindrance
Actual hindrance

Assign points based on the extent
violation.
FROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

RANGE MIO-POINT

T-Lz 7
L3-25 L9

to which enforcement is hindered by the
ASSIGN HINDRANCE POINTS

TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS (A oT B)

NEGLIGENCE MAX 'O PTS

A. Iilas this an inadvertent violation which was unavoidable by the
exercise of reasonable care? IF S0 - N0 NEGLIGENCE;
0R Was this a failure of a permittee to prevent the occurrence of
a violation due to indifference, lack of diligence, or lack of
reasonable care, or the failure to abate any violation due to the
same? IF S0 - NEGLIGENCE;
0R f{as this violation the result of reckless, knowing, or
intentional conduct? IF SO - GREATER DEGREE OF FAULT THAN
NEGLIGENCE.

vo

ur.

No Negligence 0
Negligence 1-15
Greater Degree of Fault L6-7O

MID-POINT
I

23

STATE DEGREE OF NEGLIGENCE

PR0VIDE AN EXPLANATI0N 0F POINTS Assessed as lack of reasonable care i.n
not constructing and/or maintainin
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IV.

A. Did the operator have onsite the resources
compliance of the violated standard within-EASY ABATEI€NT
Easy Abatement Situation

Irunediate Compliance _11 to _20*
(Irmediately following the issuance of the N0V)
Rapid Compliance _l to _I0{
(Permittee used diligence to abate lhe vioration)
Normal Compliance O
(0perator complied within the abatement period required)

llt.ign in.upPel or rower harf of range depending on abatement
occurring in rst or 2nd half of abatdent ieriodl

B. Did the permittee not have the resourees at hand to achieve
compU.ance 0R does the situation require the submission of plans
P:igl^,19_n!ygjgar activfty to achieve comptiance? rF S0 -
DIFFICULT ABATEMENT SITUA1ION

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance _lI to _20*
(Permittee used dirigenee to abate the vioration)
Norma1 Compliance L to _10*
(0perator_complied within the abatement period required)
Extended Cornpliance O
(Permittee took minimal actions for abatement to stay within
the limits of the NOv or the violated standard, or the plan
submitted for abatement was incomplete)

EASY OR DIFFICULT ABATEI"ENT? ASSIGN GOOD FAITH POINTS O

necessary to achieve
the permit area? IF S0

PROVIDE
failure

AN
to

EXPLANATION OF
abate this NOV.

POINTS
Good fa

V. ASSESSI'ENT SII"|MARY FOR

I. TOTAL HISTORY POINTS
II. TOTAL SERTOUSNESS POINTS

III. TOTAL NEGLIGENCE POINTS
IV. TOTAL GOOD FAITH POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE

ASSESSMENT DATE

X

9-It-85

a C0 was issued for
are noE a

t't85-4-7-2 #2

ta
T-..T--

Per i

20

62

ASSESSMENT

FINAL ASSESSMENT

7'L1Q

PRFOSED ASSESSMENT
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WORKShTEET FOR ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

C0!'PANY/MI[IE Genwal Coal/Crand Nov /t N85-4-12-l

PERI,ET # ACT /OL5/O1Z VIOLATION

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTs

OF

t ' ,

A. Are there-previous violations which are not pending or vacated,
which fall within I year of todayrs date?

ASSESS}'€NT DATE 9-17-85 , EFFECTIVE ONE YEAR DATE g-T4-84

N8r-2-14-1
N84-2-3-t
ili6a:z4r-
w:g--
N8i;:EIEr
N84-2-I7-t

4-19-85 I
9-t4-84 I-gAEA- 

T-
=16-8-5- T
=I6:s-5- T-
=Is--' T-

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS
N84-2-t6-1
ffi
N84-2-19-l
ffi
cw-2-2-I

EBT5--FI5:s-5 --T--
E6:s-5- T

EFF.DATE
,-18-85

=Iffi'

PTS
I

T
T

I poTnilfoiE-ch pa lEffi-n, up
5 points for each past violation in
No pending notices shall be counted

TOTAL HISTORY POINTS 20
II. SERI0USNESS (either A or B)

A. Event Violations MAX 45 PTS

r. what is the event which the violated standard was designed to
prevent? l{ater Pollution

what is the probabirity of the occurrence of the event which a
vioLated standard was designed to prevent?

to one year
a C0, up to one year

H0rF: For_assignment of points in parts rr and rrr, the following
lppries. Based on the facts supplied by the inspecfor, the Assessment
0fficer will determine within whicn cat6gory the'vlolaiion falrs.
Beginning at llp-mld-point of the categoiy, the A0 will adjust the polnts
up or downr utilizlng the inspectorrs ind-6perator's statetents as buidingdrcunents.

Is this an Event (A) or Hindrance (B) vi.olation? Event

2 .

PROBABILITY
None
Insignificant
UnIikeIy
Likely
0ccurred

RANGE
0

L-4
5-9

10-14
L5-20

MID-POINT

?
7

12
L7

ASSIGN PROBABILITY OF OCCURRENCE POINTS

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATI0N 0F POINTS Disturbed area runoff was bypassinq the
sediment The path of runqff was traced Out not oOserveO at th-time

l1

o . It is l ikely thal
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7. l{ould or did the damage or impact remain within the
exploration or permit area? No

RANGE MID-POINT
ffithin Exp/Permit Area 0-7* 4
0utside Exp/Permit Area g-?5x 16-In assignlng points, consider the duration and extent of
sai! damage or impact, in terms of area and impact on the
public or environment.

ASSIGN DAMAGE POINTS 18

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS The exist dra situation has been
in effect for 2 . Disturbed aiea en
ureeK, a rrsnery.

B. Hindrance Violations MAX 25 PTS

l . Is this a potential or actual hindrance to enforcement?

Potential hindrance
Actual hindrance

Assign points based on the extent
vioLation.
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

RANGE MID-POINT

L-Lz 7
L7-25 19

to which enforcement is hindered by the
ASSIGN HINDRANCE POINTS

II I . NEGLIGENCE

TOTAL SERIOUSI,IESS POINTS (A or B)

t4AX 30 PTS

29

A. Vlas this an inadvertent violation which was unavoidable by the
exercise of reasonable care? IF SO - NO NEGLIGENCE;
0R was this a failure of a permittee to prevent the occurrence of
a violation due to indifference, lack of diligence, or lack of
reasonabLe care, or the failure to abate any violation due to the
SaMe? IF SO - NEGLIGENCE;
0R l{as this violation the result of reckless, knowing, or
iNtentional conduct? IF SO - GREATER DEC.REE OF FAULT THAN
NEGLIGEIEE.

STATE DEGREE OF NEGLIGENCE

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS
drainage controls properly.

No Negligence 0
Negligence 1-15
Greater Degree of Fault I6-7C)

l,tlD-POINT
I

23

The operator has failed to construct
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IV. G00D FAITH MX -ZO pTS. (either A or B)

Did the operator have onsite the resources necessary to achieve
compliance of the violated standard within the permit area? rF s0-EASY ABATEIvENT
Easy Abatement Situation

Inrnedlate Compliance -11 to -20*
(Immediately following the issuance of the N0V)
Rapid Compli3nqg 

- 
-1 to -10*

(Permittee used diligence to abate the violation)
Normal Compliance 0
(0perator complied within the abatement period required)

*Assign 
in-upper or rower harf of range depending on abatement

occurring in Ist or 2nd half. of abatement ieriod.

Did the permittee not have the resources at hand to achieve
compliance 0R does the situation require the submission of plans
Pftgl lg_physical activity to achieve compliance? IF S0 -
DIFFICULT ABATEMENT SITUAT]ON

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance -1I to -20*
(Permittee used diligence to abate the violation)
Normal Compliance -l to -10*
(0perator complied within the abatement period required)
Extended Compliance 0
(Permittee took minimal actions for abatement to stay within
the limits of the NOV or the violated standard, or the plan
submitted for abatement was incomplete)

EASY 0R DIFFIOULT ABATET'iENT? easy AssrGN GOOD FArTH p0rNTs

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS PeT

A .

B.

r. one of two rts of the
NOV were abated prior to t of the N0V.

10n

V. ASSESSIENT SUI,S'4ARY FOR

I. TOTAL HISTORY POINTS
II. TOTAL SERTOUSNESS POINTS

III. TOTAL NEGLIGENCE POINTS
IV. TOTAL GOOD FAITH POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE

ASSESSMENT DATE

X

9-L3-85 ASSESSI'4ENT OFFICER

N85-4-I2-t til

20
29--T-

-

56

77L3Q

PRPOSED ASSESSI'IENT
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WORKSI-IEET FOR ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND I,IINING

COI'{]ANY/MINE Genwal/Crandall Canyon NOV # NB5-4-12-,

PER}4IT # ACT/OT5/O3a VIOLATION

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS

OF

I. HISTORY MAX 25 PTS

A. Are there previ.ous violations which are not pending or vacated,
which fall within I year of todayrs date?

ASSESSI"ENT DATE 9-L'-85 .- EFFECTIVE ONE YEAR DATE 9-T4-84

N8i-2-14-]
ffi
N84-2-4-I
t'/3,4-2-9-2
NE7;:ZTCI-
@lzr-

4-L9-85 1
EIEET -T-_
EW -T--
EFT-7T6T5- -r-

t-18-85 I

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS
N84-2-16-1
ry
N84-2-19-L
ffi
cE4-2-2-I

EFF.DATE
t-I8-85

=Im
PTS

l
T-T-
T-5-

-86:85-
-TB:85-

=TES_
-  r - -I point for each past violation, up to one year

up to one year

N0TE: For_assigrunent of points in parts rr and rrr, the following
applies. Based on the facts supplied by the inspecior, the Assesirnent
Officer wirr detennine within rhich catigory the'violation falls.
Beginning at the mid-point of the categoiyr-the A0 will adJust the points
up or down, utllizing the inspectorrs and operatorrs statements as guiding
documents.

5 points for each past violation in a C0,
No pending notices shall be counted

TOTAL HISTORY POINTS 20
II. SERIOUSNESS(either A or B)

Is this an Event (A) or Hindrance (B) violation? Event

A. Event Violations MAX 45 PTS

I{hat is the event which the viorated standard was designed to
prevent? Loss of reclmation/revegetation potential

what is the probability of the occurrence of the event which a
violated standard was designed to prevent?

1 .

2 .

PROBABILITY
None
Insignificant
UnlikeIy
Likely
0ccurred

RANGE
0

1-4
5-9

10-14
15-20

MID-POINT

2
7

T2
L7

ASSIGN PROBABILITY OF OCCIJRRENCE POINTS

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS Some erosion of the r topsoil stock-
i!! has occurred as a xesult of te protecti-on measures. At the

same time some soil has been from
9ralnage=controls. The proba s
insignificant.
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Wou1d or did the damage or impact remain within the
exploration or permit area? yes

Within Exp/permit Area

potential hindrance
Actual hindrance

Assign points based on the extent
violation.
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

-MN[T

o-7*
MID-POINT
4

Outside Exp/Permit Area g-25* 16-rn 
^assigning points, consider the duration and extent of

salo-o€mage ot impact, in terms of area and impact on the
public or environment.

ASSIGN DAMAGE POINTS 2

PROVIDE AN EXP|-ANATION 0F POINTS Loss of
gtatement, even though this situatfbi-FE?

I was small tor t  s

1. rs this a potentiar or actual hindrance to enforcement?

or some

RANGE . MID-POINT

L-Lz 7
L3-25 19

to which enforcement is hindered by the
ASSIGN HINDRANCE POINTS

III. NEGLIGENCE

TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS (A oT B)

MAX ,O PTS

4

A. }{as this an inadvertent violation which was unavoidabte by the
exercise of reasonabre care? rF s0 - N0 NEGLTGENCE;
0R llas this a failure of a permittee to pr-vent the occurrence of
a vioration due to indifference, lack of'ditigence, or lack of
reasonable carer or the failure to abate any iiolafion due to the
same? IF SO - NEGLIGENCE:
0R t{as this vioration th6 result of reckless, knowing, or
iNtCNtiONAI CONdUCI? IF SO - GREATER DEGREE OF FAULr-iUNru
NEGLIGENCE.

No Negligence O
Negligence l-15
Greater Degree of Fault 16-70

STATE DEG'REE 0F NEGLIGENCE Greater of Fault

MID-POINT
8

27

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION 0F POINTS The operator had_:eceived two previous
N0Vts in the vear before for inade .
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IV. GOOD FAITH l4AX -20 PTS. (either A or B)

A. Did the operator have onsj.te the lesources necessary to achieve
compliance of the violated standard within the permit area? IF S0
-EASY ABATEIvENT
Easy Abatement Situation

Immediate Compliance -11 to -20*
(Immediately following the issuance of the N0V)
Rapid Compliance -I to -10*
(Permittee used diligence to abate the vlolation)
Normal Compliance 0
(Operator complied within the abatement period required)

* ^-Assign 
in upper or lower half of tange depending on abatement' occurring in lst or 2nd half of abatement period.

B. Did the permlttee not have the resourctjs at hand to achieve
compliance 0R does the situation require the submission of plans
prior to physical activity to achieve compliance? IF S0 -
DIFFICULT ABATEMENT SITUATION

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance -I1 to -20*
(Permittee used diligence to abate the violation)
Normal Compliance I to -I0*
(Operator complied within the abatement period required)
Extended Compliance 0
(Permittee took minimal actions for abatement to stay within
the limits of the NOV or the violated standard, or the plan
submitted for abatement was incomplete)

EASY 0R DIFFICULT ABATEIViENT? easy ASSIGN GOOD FAITH POINTS -5

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION 0F POINTS per rs statement, the
did some j-nmediate work to abate themt

rstand what was needed since the wo
correct

tten.

V . ASSESS},€NT SUMMARY FOR

I. TOTAL HISTORY POINTS
II. TOTAL SERTOUSNESS POINTS

III. TOTAL NEGLIGENCE POINTS
IV. TOTAL GOOD FAITH POINTS

N85-4-12-' #2

20
T-TB--

7

TOTAL ASSESSED POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE

ASSESSMENT DATE

X

9-I3-85 ASSESSMENT

77I3Q

PROPOSED ASSESSMENT FINAL ASSESSI"ENT
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WORKSFIEET FOR ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

CO},PANY/MINE Gery1al./Crandall Canyon Nov # N85-4-L2-t

PBTMIT # ACT/AT5/O7Z VIOLATION

I . HISTORY MAX 25 PTS

A. Are there previous violations which are not pending or vacated,
which fall within I year of todayfs date?

ASSESS}'€NT DATE 9-L7-85 EFFECTIVE ONE YEAR DATE 9-L4-84 .

OF

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS
N83-2-14-1 4-19-85 I
ffi -9:I4rT-
MZGI- -9:IG6r -T--
twt4;94- 

-EIE'-85-'- 
T

MZ:U;IGI- -Eg:E5- -r-
I6ae:IEI- -:iffi- -T--

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS
N84-2-16-1

N84-2-21-I
c84-2-2-L

EFF.DATE PTS
,-18-85 I.EI8-S'T

c84-2-L-L
ffi3T6:s-5--T-

-t-oomt-roFa-ch 
p

5 points for each past violation in a C0, up to one
No pending notices shall 

ffit;l'ill3+'Ry porNrs

,-18-85 I
E6-s5- --

year

20
II. SERIOUSNESS (either A or B)

NOTE1 For assigrunent of points in Parts II and III, the following
applies. Based on the facts supplied by the inspecior, the Assessment
0fficer will determine within which catbgory the-violatlon farls.
Beginning at the mid-point of the categoiyr- the A0 wil} adJust the points
up or downr utilizing the inspectorrs and operatorrs staterents as guiding
documents.

Is this an Event (A) or Hindrance (B) violation? Event

A. Event Violations l,lM 45 PTS

l. |ihat is the event which the violated standard was designed to
prevent? Environmental harm/water pollution

t{hat is the probability of the occurrence of the event which a
violated standard was designed to prevent?

2 .

PROBABILITY
None
Insignificant
Unlikely
Likely
Occurred

RANGE
0

L-4
5-9

10-14
L5-20

MID-POINT

2
7

L2
L7

ASSIGN PROBABILITY OF OCCURRENCE POINTS L6

PR0VIDE AN EXPLANATION 0F POINTS Per inspectorrs statement, greater than

ion wouLd occur with the leach
ace water.

o I and
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t. Wou1d or did the damage or impact remain within the
exploration or permit area? No--mNer-

MID-POINT
l{ithin Exp/Permit Area 0-7* 4

.*_ Outside Exp/Permit Area g-?.5* 16"rn-assigning points, consider the duration and extent of said damage
or impact, in terms of area and impact on the public or envirorrnent.

ASSIGN DAMAGE POINTS L9

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS PeT torrs statement. the del-iberate
dr of used oil in the soil has offi-For tion

s oumpinq is

B. Hindrance Violations MAX 25 PTS

I. Is this a potentia] or actual hindiance to enforcement?

Potential hindrance
Actual hindrance

Assign points based on the extent
violation.
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

RANGE MID-POINT

L-L2 7
17-25 19

to which enforcement is hindered by the
ASSIGN HINDRANCE POINTS

TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS (A oT B) '5

I I I . NEGLIGENCE MAX 'O PTS

A. }{as this an inadvertent vioration which vlas unavoidable by the
exercise of reasonable care? IF S0 - NO I€GLIGENCE;
0R f{as this a failure of a permittee to prevent the-oecurrence of
a vioration due to indifference, lack of dirigence, or lack of
reasonable care, or the failure to abate any violation due to the
same? IF SO - NEGLIGENCE;
0R l{as this violation the result of reckless, knowing, or
intentional conduct? IF S0 - GREATER DEGREE Of fnUUf-funU
NEGLIGENCE.

No Negligence O
Negligence 1-I5
Greater Degree of Fault I6-tO

MID-POINT
I

23

STATE DEGREE 0F NEGLIGENCE Greater Degree of Fault

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS Reckless oil dr onto soil has
occurred. Also, prior N0Vts of was

oil s storaqe area was not ted accord
have been issued.
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IV. G00D FAITH MAX -20 pTS. (either A or B)

Did the operator have onsite the resources necessaxy to achieve
compliance of the violated standard within the permit area? rF so-EASY ABATEI.ENT
Easy Abatement Situation

Inunediate Compliance -11 to -20*
(Irnmediately following the issuance of the NOV)
Rapid Compfance -1 to -10*
(Permittee used diligence to abate the violation)
Normal Compliance 0
(@erator complied within the abatement period required)

lnssiog in.upper or rower hatf of range depending on abatement
rccurring in lst or 2nd half of abatetent leriodi

Did the permittee not have the resou"""t" 
"t 

hand to achieve
compliance 0R does the situation require the submission of plans
Pligl-lo_physical activity to achieve comptiance? IF S0 -
DIFFICULT ABATEMENT SITUAiION

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance -11 to -20*
(Permittee used diligence to abate the violation)
Normal Compliance 1 to -10*
(Operator complied within the abatement period required)
Extended Compliance 0
(Permittee took minimal actions for abatement to stay within
the limits of the NOv or the violated standard, or the plan
submitted for abatement was incomplete)

A .

B .

EASY OR DIFFICULT ABATEMENT? ASSIGN GOOD FAITH POINTS O

PR0VIDE AN EXPLANATION 0F POINTS A failure to abate C0 was issued on this
NOV. No good faith poilrts are avai

v. A.ASESSI€NT SUMMARY FOR

I. TOTAL HISTORY POINTS
II. TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS

III. TOTAL NEGLIGENCE POINTS
IV. TOTAL GOOD FAITH POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE

N85-4-12-' #t

20
35

T.__
U

80

\

ASSESSMENTASSESSMENT DATE

X

9-L3-85

73T3Q

PRFOSED ASSESSI.4ENT


